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The PREFACE. 4 


IT. Defigned not £6: mrouble the Regder with any Preface; but finding by the Printer that! 
| chore. ould be twe pages void ; 1 thought -it not amiſs to obſerve, that it might 164- 
ſonably-be expefted, that Mr, M. who is ſo forward to accuſe others, ſhould have taken. 
more pains to vindicate himſelf and bis Reaſons in tbe following particulars ; which hay-, 
ing not done, ſome will be apt to aſſign 4 reaſon for bis ſilence. 
The particulars are, 1.Why be choſe his rime to declare bimſelf « Roman Catholick ? 
and whether he never read the Maſs, or found himſelf deceived by falſe Reports before ? 
2. Why he. began bis Pampblet with an Equivocal Dedication f Of the like Blunder | 
be is Guilty in his laſt Title page in contrafting Maſter before William, which the | 
Scots language allows before John and James, &c. but never before Wyliam, which! 
ſpoils bis beloved Feſt. | 
| 3. How he, who accuſes other Men of Sacrilege, can acquit himſelf, while be keeps | 
the profits of his Deanery? | And whether it mg not be ſuſpeited, that be would baye 
have kept bis Orders and Religion, 45 well «5 his Deanery, if they had yielded him 44 much 
per Annum ? 

4. Why hews ſo very earneſt for 4 Proteſtant Biſheprick, and ſe diſcomtented that 
be could not compaſs it? , 
. 5. How he could appeal in bis Letter to all that have known bim, to witneſs that no 
Temporal intereſt inclined him to be reconciled ; when ſo many of thoſe that knew bim 
believe and vouch the contrary? 

6, How he acquits himſelf from falſifying Heylin ; with which I raxt bim, p, 10. 
from falſiſying the Communion Service, taxt p. 42 and 43. the Scripture, p. 60. and 
Calvin, p, 82? | 

7. How be acquits himſelf from theſe plain miſtakgs in matter of Fa? with which I 
charged bim, 1.1n aſſerting that Daftor Burnet doth not produce one inflance of any me- 
ment, wherein he dares ſay Heylin is falſe : the contrary towbich is ſbewn, p. 11. P. 3 8, 
2. In 4fſerting that be found no Harmony in the Opinion of Proteſtant Biſhops about Con 
ſeſſion: which ® ſhewn to be falſe, p.41, 3.11 affirming, that Confeſſion s approved and 
ſrequented by all the Chriflian World, except the People of onr Iſlands, 8c. and that our 
Church wants Confeſſion c ſh#40n to be falſe. p47. 4+ 11 vouching that it was never beard 
in the Cathelick Church till Henry the Eighth, that any 145 admitted to Communion 
without Auricular Confeſſion, p.48. 5. 1n_magnifjing the Prayers in the Maſs 46 
elevated and judiciow : proved falſe, p. 63. 6. That Proteſtants objeft _ 
againſt Confeſſing and Praying to Saints and Angels; but what Presbyrterians ds again 
the Canticle Benedicite : proved falſe p.64. | 7. That unlearned Catholicks underfland 
4 much or more of the Maſs than illiterate Proteflants do of cheCommon- Prayer:prove 
falſe, p. 67. 8, That there are 4 great many expoſition; of the Maſs extant in print b 
Commandment of the Church: proved falſe, p,68. 9.That the Fewiſh Church had alt 
moſt all her Scriptures and publick, Service for 1 4 Generations in 4 language not then un- 
derÞood by the common people: proved falſe, p,68, 10. That he Latine w more pulgar 
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tþan te Engliſh: ibid. 11, That if Churches had their Service each in their own Lau- 
guage,it would deſtroy all Community of Sacraments and Liturgy between the Members 
of the Catholick, Church: proved falſe, p,70, 12 That Roman Catholicks pay no more 
reſpet to Images, than Proteſtants 'do to the-Elements of Bread and Wine; and that wo 
ſay, theſe are but a Figure or Image of Chrifl's Body and Blood: provedfalſe; p. 71, 7:. 
13. That a man ſhall find no Schiſm er Diſcord about Sacraments or Liturgy, no Rent, 
nor Diſobedience to Superiours in the Church of Rome:proved manifefily falſe, p.7 5.8&c. 
Till Ar. M. ba: cleared bimſelf from theſe miſtakes in plain matier of Fatt, he muſt nor 
exp: any body that values truth will mind what be ſays. 

?, How will he «lear himſelf from abuſing Stripture iniimpertinently quoting it ; with 
which he ſtarids charged, p, 7. and 8. p. 44. p. 60. p-71. 

' 9. Howhecanpretend to have anſwered me; when he has left the Arguments he 
produced on the ſeveral beads to ſhift for themſelves, without almoſt ſomuch as an at- 
remp!t to vindicatethem. Thw he deals with moſiof thoſe *about Miſſion: aki that con- 
cern Confiſſion : All thoſe by which he deſigned toprove, that if the Ruman Church were 
not the Catholick Church, there cond be none; for this reaſon only; that all Idolatry is 
inconſiflent with the being of 4 true Church, Thws he deals with all thoſe be produced 
in favour of the Maſs: of the Devotions and Prattites of their Church, in praying to 
Saints and Angels, Werſhipping Images, and Prayer in an unknown Tongue. And laft- 
ly, with all be ſaid, to ſhew-thar the Diſſenters had «& muchreaſon to ſeparate from us 
45 we had to Reform. Which was indeed the only Material thing mn bisConfidera- 
tions; till he vindicate his Arguments on theſe Heads, the World will taks it for grant- 
8d be jernpged with the Anſwers, though he think it not conyement to own it. 

10, With what Conſcience can he produce any faults of the Reformers te inpali- 
date their Mi zon, or blemiſh their Doirine, who puts off all the ill Praftices and 
Opinions of" Won Rotian atholicks 'objetted by w-(that"'ir of ſome Popes, Cardi- 
nals, Countils, and whote Orders of ' Men among fl them )'« no Argument at all? 

IT. eres bt can acchſe the Proteflant Church, «s having no other Foundation than 
every Mir's Reaſon; and yet not be pleaſed to tell w by what Faculties, beſides bis 

Sences and Reaſon, he came to chooſe his Religion ; or to know that the Roman is the 
Cathelick Church? or whether he has any other ground to believe theſe, beſides what 
is founded on the truth of thoſe Faculties? and whether they do not «s unqueſtionably 
rell him that there i Bread in the Sacrament, 4s that there w a Roman Church? and 
why be 'btheves them not 44 well iti the one caſe 4; the other. 

12. Fhether bis Queſtions about the one CatholickChurch do not ſuppoſe that where- 
evcr there is a breach of Communion between particular Churches ( ſuppoſe between 
the Eiftern and Weſtern, the Greek, and Latine, the Romany African, French or Eng- 
liſh Churches) there one party mui ceaſe tobe a Member of the Catholick Church? and 
bo he proves this Suppoſition, or Anſwers my Arguments againſs it, p. 4 ? 

L afily, How he can refuſe the Communion of our Church; when he cannot bring 
@ny reaſonable exception againſt one Article in onr Faith, or Petition in our Liturgy ; or 
bew our Governours unlawful, or Faith deficient ® 
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A Vindication of the Anſwer to the Conſiderations that 
obliged Peter Manby, &c. to embrace, as he pretends, 
what he calls the Catholick Religion ; being an Anſwer 
to the firſt Dialogue of bis late Reformed Carcchiim. 


CHAF EL 


$ 1. I] Lately publiſhedan Anſwer to Mr. Manby's Conſiderations, 
I in which I gave them, for my own ſake, and the Readers, 

all the Force I could; and preſented them, as ſeveral 

have told me, with better advantapes than as they lay in his 
immethodical Paper. I knew very well that his Faculty did not 
lie in cloſe Reaſoning : and though of moſt men he ſeems to 
have the greateſt Itch to be in Print : yer I did not expect that 
he would either undertake a regular Confirmation of his own 
Conſiderations, or anſwer my Reaſons againſt them. The evenc 
ſhews that I was not miſtaken in my conjeCture, he has ar laſt 
brought forth a Catechiſm, which he ſays in the Titlc is 7» Re- 
ply to Mas William Kings Anſwer to Dean Manby's Confiderations. 
It is well he told us ar the entrance for what he intended it : 
for I am of opinion, no body, who reads it, would have found 
that to be its deſign : or how it could have deſerved thar Title. 
Burt Mr. M. has this comfort , that the Title, though it have no 
affinity to the Book, is yet generally judged to be very ſurable 
ro it. And he may reſt ſatisfied, as I believe he muſt be by this 
time ; that he has expoſed himſelf, not me, by it. He and I 
are ſufficiently known : and no body thinks it ſtrange, that he 
ſhould miſtake my Title, when he miſtakes his own. I am as 
much Mas William King, as he is Dean of Londonderry : this is a 
Deanery of his own coyning : I can find none ſuch in Jrelard. 
He miſtakes the meer Lay-Scqueſtrator (if we believe himſelf) of 
B the 
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the Deanry of Derry for the Dean of Levdexderry. He tells me, 
pag, 91. that the Charch of Scotland is my natural Mother, which 
Is falſe: for I never was in Scotland in my life. And for my Edu- 
cation, it was in the Religion I profeſs; firſt ar a conformable 
School, and then at the Univerſity of Dublin ; where I took as 
many Degrees, and ſpent as long Time, and in better days, than 
Mr. 4. But ſuppoſe I had been born and educated in Scorland, as 
well as I am deſcended from thence, this had been nothing to 
the purpoſe, nor had mine Anſwer been evcr the lets reaſonable, 
or I the worſe Man; ſure it is better to be dutiful te a Foſter- 
Mether, with which he taxes mc, p.91. than to rebel againſt a »aru- 
ral one, and call her a Harlot. He blames me for Scurrility and 
wncleanline/s of Language, and that I write nor like a Gent/eman or 
well-bred Scholar : I muſt refer it to the Reader, who is moſt 
guilty of that fault. There is not in my whole Anſwer one ſuch 
ſcurrilous or unclean Expreſſion, as adorns his Title-page. But 
I can gueſs what he would be at; he would get out of this Dif. 
pute into calling Names, as being conſcious wherein his ſtrength 
lyes: but I do not intend to be fo diverted, whatever may be 
fir, or juſt to be ſaid of him, I know what is proper for me to 
fay. 

9 2. I ſhall therefore wave thoſe perſonal things, that muſt be 
very impertinent to the Reader; and conſider thoſe few places to 
which he produces any thing by way of Exception. The firſt 
and chief is that pag. 25. of mine Anſwer, Mr. MH. had affirmed, 
that Cranmer drove on a Reformation apainſt the mayor Vote of 
the Engliſh Biſhops. To which I anſwered, If by tha he means 
eſtabliſhing any thing without their Conſent, 'Tu a notorious falſhood : 
for in all he did, he had the unanimous Pate and Conſent of the 
major part of the Conuocation , the univerſal Submiſſion of the 
Clergy, and Approbation of the Peeple. If they complyed againft 
their Conſcience, then by thu we may ſee, how excellently the Maſs 
and Confeſfing had inſtrufted them, in the Knowledge and Conſcience 
of their Duty : when they ſs readily complyed with all Alterati- 
ons. Mr. M. anſwers to this , firlt, by denying it with much 
ailurance. And ſecondly, by denying its Sufftciency, if a mom 
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been ſo, tojuſtifie the Reformation. He pretends, that _ 
the whole ſtrength of my Anſwer depends on this place ; ug 
and a;ks, What fpall become of hu Anſwer to Mr. M. the 
whole firength whereof depends upon theſe words > Now in An- 
ſwer to him I will ſhew, 1. Thar the whole ſtrength of my An- 
ſwer doth not depend on theſe words. 2. That they are cer- 
rainly true, and conſequently the Anſwer is good, if it did de- 
pend on them. And 3. I will return an Anſwer to what Mr. //, 
objeQs apainſt their Truth. | 

Firſt, Therefore the whole ſtrength of my Anſwer doth not de- 
pend on theſe words; becauſe I juſtified the Reformation through 
ſix foregoing pages in point of right and validity without them. 
I ſhewed, p. 21. that it is not impoſſible but the Paſtours and 
Teachers of the People, appointed by God, may Teach Falſe 
Dottrine ; and gave a plain Example from Fer. 23. and ſhewed 
farther that no Miſſiou can juſtifie falſe DoCtrine, and that Popes 
themſelves, when they have taught Herefie, have been deferred 
by their People, upon this account. Thus Liberius was deſer- 
red when he fell into Arianiſm and another received in his ſtead : 
Thus Y7gil:us upon the matter of the three Chapters ; and con- 
ſequently where two Perſons have both Ordination, which is the 
Miſſion of Chriſtian Paſtours, the People are to try their Miſſion 
by their Doctrine ; and not as Mr. M. affirms, p. go. the werity 
of their Dofrine by the certainty of their Miſſion. For whoever 
gives a Man his Miſſion, if he teach any other DoCtrine then 
Chriſts, though an Angel from Heaven, he is accurſed : And this 
is St. Fohn's advice, 2 Ep. 10. If there come any unto you and 
bring not thu Dottrine receive him not. 1 ſhewed farther, p. 16. 
| That the Epiſcopal Orders, conferred on our Biſhops, empower- 
ed them to Adminiſter all the Sacraments, and Teach all the 
Doftrines of the Reformation : Becauſe thoſe Sacraments, and 
Dottrines were Chriſts, not Theirs; and I put Mr. 2. upon it, 
to ſhew one Article, or Doctrine, or Sacrament, which the Re- 
formers taught without a Commiſſion. For fince they had pow- 
er given them to Teach all Chriſts DoEtrines, and Adminiſter all 
his Sacraments : He that would prove, that they have no Milſ- 
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ſion to preach DoCtrines, and Adminiſter Sacraments accord- 
ing to the Inſticutions of our Church, muſt prove that thoſe 
Doctrines and Sacraments are not Chriſts, or he proves nothing. 
This was what Mr. /f. ought to have undertaken ; bur he has 
not ſo much as attempred it, and till it be done, the juſtice of the 
Reformation ſtands firm,and the validity of our Miſſion unſhaken. 
S 3. Bur then, to juſtific the Reformation, not only in point 
of Right, bur likewiſe in point of Regularity and Legality : I 
ſthewed thar it was eſtabliſhed by the ſame Regular Methods, by 
which other Conſtitutions were inaCted in our Church ; and this 
I ſhewed through p. 2 3,2.4,25& 26. and particularly, thoſe words 
againſt which Mr. M. excepts are brought in only to ſhew, that 
what Cranmer did in the Reformation was done in a Regular way. 
$ 4. To demonſtrate therefore in the ſecond place, that thoſe 
words are true, and conſequently my Anſwer good, though it 
did depend on them,T will conſider the ſeveral Steps of the Refor- 
mation : and ſhew how that neither in Zexry the Eighth's time, 
nor in Edward the Sixth's, Crawmer eſtabliſhed any thing, withour 
the unanimous Vote,and conſent of the major part of the Convo- 
cation. The ſteps in Henry the Eighths time,were theſe: Firſt, The 
eſtabliſhing the Kings Supremacy ; this was owned by the Con- 
vocation, in their Petition to the King, Amro 1531. two years 
Vide Dr. Bar. before Cranmer came to the Archbiſhoprick. The 
we , Vol. 1. next ſtep was forbidding Appeals to Rome ; and de- 
P- 112. claring the Nation a compleat Body within it elf, 
with full power to give Juſtice in all Caſes, Spiritual-as well as 
Temporal, Anno 1533. and this was likewiſe before Craymer was 
Archbiſhop. The third Step was the Declaration concerning 
General Councils ; agreable to the 21 Article of our Church, 
L propoſed firft by ſome Biſhops, Anno 15 34. and at- 

paper Vc ter concluded in full Convocation, Anno 1536. 
p. 174- and The fourth ſtep towards a Reformation was in the 
219.Gol.155 Articles publiſhed, Anne 1536. by the ſame Con- 
vocation , in Which-ſeveral points of Popery are laid aſide, 
particularly our own Merits in the matter of Juſtification are 
diſclaim'd, the Abuſes of Pardons, the peculiar efficacy of _ 
cs 
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ſes ſaid in certain places, and before certain Images, and the cer- 
rainty of Purgatory , are all of them diſowned. The fifth 
Step was the Tranſlating the Bible into Engliſh ; which was done 
at the Petition of the ſame two Houſes of Convocation, Anxs 
1536. From which the Reader may judge, what truth _. 
there is, in what Mr. . lays down as a Confutation of OY 
my whole Anſwer. That all the Engliſh Biſhops except ?.4-torhe 
a very few, (during the Reign of Henry the Eighth,) were © 
utterly againſt Cranmers pretended Reformation when theſe ma- 
terial points, were all of them ſertled in Zenry the Eighth's time, 
without one Biſhop, or Clergymans Diſſenting from them as 
unlawful, (for ought appears) except Fiſher : Whoſe Treaſonable 
Tampering with the Maid of Xext,ſhews that his Judgment was no 
more infallible then his Neighbours : And Mr. HM. cannot ſhew, 
in any of the Reformers, ſo wicked and treacherous an Artifice 
made uſe of ro recommend or promote the Reformation, as 
this ; which was contrived and carryed on by his Anti Reformers, 
to diſgrace it by Counterfit Viſions and Revelations. Let the 
Reader peruſe Dr. Burnet, or rather the AC of Par- _ 
liament, Hey. 3. Anno 25. cap. 12. And he will han rg 
find that ſome of the Clergy ſet up that Impoſtor : cl. 123. 
that Warhaw Archbiſhop of Canterbury, Sir Tho. Meore, 77/7436 
Fiſher, and the Popes Orators encouraged her in her 
Treaſonable Viſions, and that the Popiſh Party in Queen Marys 
time had ſome thoughts of Canonizing her : By which we may 
ſee what Arguments were then oppoſed to the Reformation, and 
with what kind of Men the Reformers had todeal. 

s 5. And as. all, that was done in Henry the Eighth's time, 
was done with conſent of the Convocation ; ſo the Reformation 
was eftabliſhed in Edward the Sixth's time, by the ſame Autho- 
rity. It conſiſted of two ſteps ; the firſt was the Service-Book, 
and the ſecond, the Book of Articles. For the Service or Com- 
mon-Prayer ; the drawing it up was by Petition from the Con- 
vocation ; as may be ſcen inDr.Burne?, at the ſame time 
the Communion in both kinds, was agreed to by all }* 2 
the Convocation, without a contradiftory Vote ; and "OY 
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likewiſe the Marriage of the Clergy by the major part, 35 affir: 
matively, and 14 negatively. | 
AS for the Book of Articles, that was likewiſe 

£19 ; ns Fa paſt in Convocation, as may be ſeen in Dr. Burner, 
Colettion, p.209. This is the ſum of what was done by Cranmer, 
in all which he had, as I aſſerted, the unanimous 

Vote of the major part of the Convocation, &c. 

gs 6. Let us now ſee (which is the third task I am to perform) 
what Mr. M. objeCts againſt this Aſſertion of mine. Firſt, 

IT *%- Hetells us, that almoſt all the Biſhops under Edward the 
F+ Sixth, were turned out of their Sees for difſenting from 
the Reformation; but if this be all miſtake and falſe, ro return him 
his own words, what ſhall we think of Mr. M's Confidence, thus im. 
pofing on hs Readers 2 what ſhall become of his Reply to Mr. K. the 
whole or chief ftrength whereof depends on theſe words, that almoſt all 
the Biſhops under Edward the Sixth were turned out of their Sees for 
diſſenting 2 This is matter of fa&t: and ler the Reader judpe, 
whether he or I have the preateſt Confidence. In all the Hi- 
ſtory of the Reformation, I can find only five Biſhops turned 
out under Edward the Sixth, and not all thofe for diſlent- 
ing. Bonner was the firſt, who was qeprived ano 1549. but not 
for diſſenting from the Reformation. For we are told by 

P15! Dr. Burnet, that he complied ſo obediently with all the Laws 
and Orders of the Conncil, that tt was not eaffe to find any matter 
againſt him : he executed every Order that was ſent him ſo readily, 
that there was not ſo much as ground for any Complaint. The thing 
for which he was deprived, was for refuſing to reach, that zhe 
King was no leſs King, and the People no leſs bound to 
obey, when be was in minority, than when he was of 
full age. This was the only ground of the Sentence 
againſt him, as may be ſeen, p. 126. And it is no point of the 
Reformation : but on the contrary it is the known and anci- 
ent Law of the Kingdom. Gardiner was deprived for the fame 
Crime, ano 1551. but as for the Reformation, he declarcd, 
that what Order ſoever were ſet out by the Kings Council, be ſhould 
never ſpeak againſt it, but to the Council themſehves : Oy 
thoug 
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though he could not give conſent to the Changes before they were | 
_— he was now well ſatufied to obey them. Heath and Day AGF 
were the next two, who weredeprived : ZZeath for diſſenting from 
the Book of Ordination, tho he oppoſed every thing done toward; 
a Reformation, in Parliament, yet he had given an intire 0- 
Bedience to it when it was enaRted, which makes it probable, * '43: 
that Conſcience was not the ground of his diſſent. 7t doth not aps 
pear for what Day was depreved, however deprived he was 
ann.1552. The laſt that was turned out was Zonſtal, not * ©*3' 
for diſſenting from the Reformation ; but Miſpriſion of Treaſon, 
ann.1552. He had in all points given Obedience to every Law, and to 
all the Injunftions that had been made : but had always in Parlia 
ment proteſted againſt the Changes in — ; which he thought he 
might with a good Conſcience ſabmit to and obey ; tho he could 
10: conſent to them, Theſe are all of the Popiſh party I * ** 
find turned out under Edward the Sixth. And let the Reader 
judge whether theſe five were almoſt all the Biſhops, or whether 
they were turned out for diſſenting from the Reformation. . But 
ſome men have confidence enough to affirm any thing that makes 
for their purpoſe ; as if their Religion conſiſted in Proteſtation 
againſt matter of FaCt. 

$ 7. But heobyects further, that Barnet ſays, Several | eB = 
of the Biſhops under X. Fdward ſubmitted to the Refor- : 
mation againſt their Conſciences. He had done well to have told us 
where Dr. Burnet ſays ſo, for I, for my part, haye not been ſo happy 
as to find it : he fays indeed that feveral were againſt it : but doth 
not,that I can find, aſſign Conſcience as the moriye of their diſlike. 
Gardiner profelles, concerning the Book of Common Pray 
cr, that tho he could not have made it in that manner, bad 
the matter been referred to him; yet that he found fuch things therein, 
as did very well ſatufie bis Conſcience : and therefore that he would, 
. not only execute it in hu own perſon; but cauſe the ſame to be officiated 
by all thoſe of his Dieceſs. This ſeems to have been the peneral 
ſenſe of rhe deprived Biſhops, from whac I have already quoted 
concerning them : and likewiſe from that Character given _ 
of them by Dr. Burner. Others of the Biſhops were ignorant ® ©? 
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| and weak men; who underſtood Religion little, and valued it leſs ; 
and ſo although they liked the old Superſtition beſt, becauſe it ex- 
couraged ignorance moſt, and that was the only ſupport of their pow- 
er and wealth, yet they reſolved to ſwim with the iream. This 
ſhews thar DoCtor Burner aſſigned their diſlike to the Refor- 
mation to another Motive then Conſcience; and Mr. MH. mighe 
have obſerved it, ſince he quotes this paſſage, but leaves 
- eur theſe words, becauſe it encouraged ignorance moſt, and 
tat was the only ſure ſupport of their Power and Wealth. By which 
the Reader may underſtand how faithfully he Tranſcribes DoCtor 
Burxet. He had been tol:! of this way of quoting, in my 
v5 jay » Anſwer ; and 'tis not to be doubted, but if he could have 
' faid anything in his own Defence, he would have ſaid it : 
But inſtead of thar, he perſeveres in it ; perhaps to ſhew how re- 

ſolute he is againſt all Reformation. 

s 8. But let us ſuppoſe ſeveral Biſhops had complyed againſt 
their Conſcience; it doth not follow from thence that the 
Reformation was not the Af and Deed of the old Clergy, which he 
infers : Mr. M. hath ſet down ſeveral Falſhoods in his Catechiſm, 
ſuppoſe ſome be againſt his Conſcience, doth it therefore follow 
that they are not his Att os Deed > Let us put his own Caſe, 

« torhs 7] #4e fate Duke of Monmouth bad proſpered and then 
Reader ſummoned an Aſſembly of the Engliſh Biſhops to Reform the 
Church, ' and only five had ſtood our againſt that Refor- 

mation, and the reſt with the whole Clergy and people had ſub- 
mitted. I am of Opinion the Church of EZ»g/avd muſt have an- 
ſwered for ſuch a Reformation, and could never have cleared her 
ſelf from the Guilt of ſuch an Af and Deed. But, God be 
thanked, her Enemies have not, nor I hope, ever will have any 


ſuch Crime to lay to her Charge. 

s 9. His third objeftion is, that if we read Burnet we ſhall 
find all Affairs diſpatched by the Privy Council, and two Houſes 
of Parliament, the Biſhops generally Diſſenting. I profeſs I can 
| find no ſuch thing,nor any A paſt the Biſhops generally Diſſent- 
ing, for proof of this he adds out of ZJeylin, That the Con 
| £:3% wocation was not impower'd in any publick buftneſs for ought 

appearing 
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appearing on Record in the firſt year of King Edward, that is, amo 
1547. Burt this is a miſtake in Zeyliv, as appears YL 
from Dr. Burnet. He produces another place out of ,,; om 
Eleylin, notwirhſtanding the remove of ſo many Biſhops, 4. tan 
. there remained one rub in the way, &c. therefore he 
would infer the Biſhops generally diſſented. Bur whoever will 
conſult the place will find, that there were no more removed, 
than I have mentioned ; only Yeſy of Exeter reſigned, 
pretending extream old Age. And this is far from ” 
the general Diſſent of the Biſhops ; it all of theſe had 
diſſented, as it is plain they did not. 

s 10. His 4tþ ObjeCtion is, that in the year 15 34. a/me// R 
all the Churchmen were againſt Cranmer, as he alledges our *** 
of Dr. Burnet. Now if Mr. M. could ſhew any thing that Crax- 
mer did then eſtabliſh againſt their Vote and Conſent, he would 
ſay ſomething to the purpoſe. But the caſe is quite otherwiſe: 
Crawmer eſtabliſhed nothing againſt their Conſent ; on the contra- 
ry, he yielded to them, not they to him. And this is . 
obſerved by Mr. M. himſelf. Saith he, Anno 1540. f5pm on ef 
Cranmer was for reducing the 7 Sacraments to 2, * ; 
the Popiſh party was prevalent ; ſo the old number was agreed to. 
His. Note on this is, that it was far from the unanimous Conſent 
of the Clergy. Whereas on the contrary, it fhews undeniably, 
that Cranmer waited the Conſent of the Convocation ; and, as 
became a modeſt man, ſubmitted his Opinion to the mayor parr. 
And this is not the only example of his humility & ſubmiſſion. But 
he rells usas from Dr. Burnet, that Cranmer ſubſcribed with the ref 
tho againſt his own Opinion : whereas Dr. Burnet affirms the +97. ;. 
dire&t contrary in that very place, that Cranmer changed hy ?: 239. 
Opinion, for he ſubſcribed the Book. And this may be another exam- 
ple of Mr. M's Faithfulneſs in quoting. Bur this is modeſt to whar 
he affirms, that Cranmer believed not a ſyllable, tho he ſubſcri 
bed with the reft, and that he durſt net but ſubſcribe for fear *3* 
of King Henry. And all this without any probabiliry or voucher ; 
and which was impoſlible for any one to know, except he could 
know what was in Craxmers hcart. K | 

$ IT. 
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h *  F cr. His fifth Obje&tion is, p. 83. from theſe 
44 Am. 1547- words of Dr' Burnet ; While the Parliament was fit- 

P- 47. wok 2 6x Pogo . 
| ting, they were not idle in the Convocation, though 
the Popiſh party was yet ſo prevalent in both Houſes, that Cran- 
mer had no hopes of doing any thing , till they were freed of the 
trouble which ſome of the great Biſhops gave them. The thing to 
be proved from theſe words is, that Crawmer cſtabliſhed ſome- 
thing without the Conſent of the major part of the Convocati- 
on : Which can no way be inferred from them. All that can be 
concluded, is, that Cranmery expected great Oppoſition from ſome 
great Biſhops; and no Reformation can ever be expected, bur ir 
will be oppoſed by ſome. Bur even this Convocation proved 
betrer than Crammers hopes, and voted three very important 
points of the Reformation ; the Alteration of the Service of the 
Church, the Communion in both kinds, and the lawfulneſs of 
\ the Marriage of the Clergy. Though he tells us from 
Eleylin, that it doth not appear that this Comvocation was 

zwpowered to att. | 
2-33 9g 12 His 6th ObjeQtion is, that aw. 1548. of the 8 Biſhops 
who were ordered to draw wp the Common Prayer Book 4 proteſt- 
ed againſt it, as Dr. Burnet con ſes, p. 94. vol. 2. Now one would 
think that theſe words were all quored out of Dr. Burxe? : but I 
ſuppoſe the Reader by this rime is aware how he truſts 
p.5.tothe Mr.M's Quotations. He humbly defires his Good Reader, to 
Reader, ts R 

ſet afide Prejudice and Intereft, — which are but Pearles on 
both thine eyes that will hinder thy fight. I believe he had ſome ſuch 
Pearls on his eycs when he wrote this. For 'if we conſult 
2.61: 2 Dr. Burnet, we ſhall find not 8, but 18, Biſhops and 6 
Divines appointed to examine the Offices of the Church. And 
P 94. It was ſaid to be done by uniform Conſent, though four of the 
Biſhops that were employed in the drawing of it, proteſted againſt it, 
——— but had agreed in the main parts of the work, though in ſome 
few particulars they were not ſatisfied, which made them diſſent from 
the whole. Theſe are Dr. Burxets words, and let Mr. M. make 
the beſt of them for his Cauſe, he can, Theſe four Biſhops com- 
plicd at laſt with the Book, which T will not ſuppoſe was _ 
their 


P-4- To the 
Reader. 


(11) 
their Conſcience, ſince a Man may proteſt againſt a thing for 
other reaſons beſides his thinking it ualawlul. 

His ſeventh Objection is trom theſe words of Dr. Burnet, NY 
where (ſpeaking of the ſeveral Anſwers made to ſome * 
Enquiries by the Biſhops appointed to examine the Offices of the 
Church) ; he fays, that by thoſe which are in the Colleftion, the 
Reader will perceive how generally the Biſhops were addidted to the 
old Superflition, and how few agreed with Cranmer in all things. 
But notwithſtanding this, Crawmer eſtabliſhed nothing wherein 
the generality did not agree; for it was Craumer's avowed princi- 
ple, to perſwade the people rather by degrees to forſake their old mi- 
Stakes, and not toprecipitate things by au over haſt. And 
for his Warrant he vouched the Compliances that both mn at 
Chriſt and his Apoſiies gave the Jews, when they ; 
were to abrogate the Moſaical Law. 

9s x3. The laſt ObjeQion he produces againſt my Aſſertion, is 
the Proteſtation of 9 Biſhops againſt the Bill for the Supremacy 
of Queen Elizabeth, Anno 1559. The\Concluſion muſt be, - 
if he intend it againſt me, that therefore Cranmer had not ” 7 
the conſent of the mayor part of the Convocation. But Cran- 
mer was burnt by ſome of theſe Biſhops before this ; and there- 
fore their Proteſtation could not concern him, or prove any irre- 
gularity in his proceeding. The Supremacy of the King in Spi- 
ritual Cauſes is a Temporal thing, as much as an Advouſon of 
a Spiritual Living. Ic is inherent in the Crown : And ſome of 
theſe Biſhops, that now proteſted againſt ic, had not only Sworn 
it before, but alſo maintained it by invincible Arguments ; 
which I do not find they ever attempred to Anſwer. But here 
is the Caſe, Queen Mary burns five Biſhops, and drives away 
cight more ; and after this, lays afide the Supremacy ; which, 
being a Prerogative of the Crown , could not be alienated. 
When things came to turn, Queen El:zabeth claims her Prero- 
gative, the Parliament declares tor it; only 9 Biſhops proteſt a- 
gainſt it. Which to uſe the Queens own words in Cambdery, ad 
Annum , 1559. do now obſtinately rejeft that Doftrine , which 


moſt of themſelves under Henry the Eighth, and Edward the 
C 2 Sixth, 
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Sixth, had of their own accord, with Fleart and Hand, publickly 
in their Sermons and Writings taught unto others, when they them- 
ſelves were not private Men, but publick Magiſtrates. Now the 
queſtion is, whether Queen Elizabeth could juſtly puniſh ſuch 
diſloyal ſubjeAs, by Impriſonment, or any other temporal Pu- 
niſhment ? eſpecially they having refuſed ro Crown her ; which 
was in effe& ro deny her Title to the Crown. Nay Sanders 
ſeems to ſay, that they refuſed to preſide in their Churches, and 
rather reſigned then were deprived ; Omnes recuſarent Ecclefiu 
ſuns preeſſe in ea republica qua a capite Catholice communionis 
defecifſet. de vifibili Monarchra, p. 662. 

$ 14. But to fatisfic the Reader, how far the then Clergy 
were from thinking the Reformation unlawſul ; ir is ro be obſer- 
ved. 1. Thar though ſome Biſhops in King Edward's time pro- 
reſted againſt it, while things were in agitation ; they yet were 
content to be concluded by the Laws that were then made; and 
even the deprived Biſhops, in Queen Flizabeths time, acquieſced 
generally in their Deprivation, and lived peaceably with their 
Succeſſours, without making any Schiſm, or keeping up a Suc- 
ceſſion againſt them : which they ought to have done, if. they 
had believed them either Schiſmaricks or Hereticks ; and this is 
a probable Argument of what is commonly faid, that it was 
Shame not Conſcience was the ground of their Diſſent , or as 

Doftor Burnet tells us, The rather becauſe they had late- 
of 87. ly declared ſo high for the Pope, that it bad been inde- 
'* ' cent for them to have revolted ſo ſoon ; only three of 
the fourteen who were deprived went over Seas. 

s 15 Secondly. Ir is to be obſerved, that in Edward the Sixths 
time, only five Biſhops were deprived, and not all of them for 
diſſenting : bur in Queen Marys time, 1 3 were laid afide,and thar 

| almoſt without further ceremony, than declaring 

o- Dr. Bur- (p.eir Secs Yoid : and of theſe ſhe burnt five. As for 
» Þ- 275. . : 

inferior Clergymen, I do not remember almoſt any 

in Henry the Eighths time,or Edward the Sixths, 

Dr. Burnee 2 vl. that refuſed to comply , or were deprived ; 

= whereas in Queen Marys time, of 16000 Clergy- 

men 
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men in England, 12000 were turned out. And yet in Queen E 
lizabeths time, whereas Burnet, Feyliu and Cambden reckon 9400 
Beneficed-men, they agree that not above 189. leit their Bene 
fices on the account of Religion. This is a demonſtration, what 
Opinion the generality of the Clergy at that time had of the Re- 
formation; and ſhews, that cither the old Clergy were exceeding; 
ly wicked and diſhoneſt, or elſe that they thought the Reforma- 
tion lawful. 

Thirdly. Ic is to be conſidered, that the Clergy were the 
greateſt loſers by the Reformation: and therefore it could not 
be worldly Intereſt, that ſo generally inclined them to it. 

Fourthly. Whoever conſiders the Severity on the Papiſts ſide a- 
gainſt Diſſenters,and yet the great numbers who diſlented,and the 
mildneſs of the Reformers, and the ſmall numbers that diſſented 
from them; muſt allow, that the general Senſe of the Clergy and 
People were for the Reformation. The Papiſts turn- De 
ed out and burnt Diſſcnters; the Reformers allowed EE 
them Penſions. And now let the Reader judge whe- 
ther I impoſed on him, when I faid, that if, by driving on a Re- 
formation, Mr. M. meant, eſtabliſhing any thing without their 
Conſent ; '*twas a falſhood : For in all Craumer did, he had the u- 
nanimous Conſent of the major part of the Convocation, the uni- 
verſal Submiſſion of the Clergy, and Approbation of the People. 


— 


CHAP. IL 


[ 5H Mr. M. has a ſecond Anſwer, and that is by denying 
the Sufficiency of the Reformers Authority to juſtific the 
Reformation, if it had been as I have alledged. So, p. 87. But 
ſuppoſing he had the major Vote of bu ide, could thad have 
Fultified hu Reformation > to which the Anſwer, is wot at all. 

To this I reply, that it the DoCtrines eſtabliſhed in the Refor- 
mation are falſe, or our Conſtitutions fintul, all the Votes in the 
world would not juſtific them ; bur if they are good, and agrec- 
able to the Goſpel, the Biſhops by their receiving Power ” 

prea 
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preach the Goſpel in their Ordination, received Power to preach 
the Reformation. The only Ditpure therefore between us and 
the Church of Rome, is, wicther the Reformation be agreeable 
to the Goſpel? and it it be, how come the Biſhops of our Church 
to want Power to preach it ? 

The fum of all thar I can pick out of Mr. M's Diſcourſe, is re- 
ducible to this, That the Biſhops, who reformed, in their Conſe- 
cration promiſed Obedience to the Pope; and that the Power of 
Reformation was included neither in their Prieſily nor Epifcopal 
Orders. To give what he ſays the beſt face I can, I will put to- 
perther his ſcattered ObyeCtions. 

s 2. Cranmer obliged himſelf, ſaith he p. 88. to pay Fidelity, 
Subjettion and Obedience to the Biſhops of Rome in all things ac- 
cording to the Canons then in force, &c. and apon theſe terms he 
received his Commiſſion to go and preach the Goſpel, and be- 
fides he ſwore that Oath to the Pope, which you have heard, p. 28. 

of this Catechiſm; aud then if all the Biſhops had conſented with him, 
they had but violated their Engagements and Vows, as Cranmer 
did, being all ſent and ordained after that form. 

To this I anſwer, That theſe Oaths are meer Innovations a- 
gainſt the PraCtice and Senſe of the ancient Church for a Thou- 
ſand years at [caſt,and of the preater part of the Catholick Church 
ro this day ; and for tic proof of this I appeal to all the ancienr 
Forms of Conſeccration, not one of which have the leaſt intima- 
tion of ſuch a Limitation or Condition in giving Orders, or ſend- 
ing men to preach ; and therefore this being a new and unjuſt Im. 
poſition on perſons ordained, it was a juſt Grievance, and fit to 
be redreſſed by a Reformation. But moſt of all thar Oath which 
he mentions p. 28. of his Catechiſm was intolerable ; which is 
plainly an Oath of Allegiance and Fealty to the Pope in Tempo- 
ral things as well as Spiritual, and thar as ſtri& as can be ſworn 
to any Temporal Prince: ſeveral Clauſes in it are dircctly againſt 
ſome of the ancient Laws of theſe Kingdoms, particularly that 
Clauſe, the Decrees, Ordinances, Sentences, Diſpofitions, Proviftons 
and Commandments Apoſtolick, to my power I ſhall keep, and cauſe 


to be kept of others, And laſtly, It was invented by Pope Paſchal 
with 
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with a deſign to cut off the Clergy from all dependence on their 
Princes, and therefore was in it ſelf unlawſul and void ; and Mr. 
M. has more reaſon to conceal the Impoſition of ſuch a new and 
unlawful Oath, than to expect that the firſt Reformers ſhould 
have kept it: or that their Orders which they received from 
Chriſt ſhould have been limited by ir. By it the Reader will ſee 
what Quarter Hereticks are to expect from Biſhops that take or 
defend ſuch an Oath to the Pope; one clauſe of it is, Hereticks, 
and Schiſmaticks, and Rebels to our holy Father I ſhall re 
fift and perſecute to my power. 

$ 3. Bur ſecondly, I ſuppoſe the true intent and defign of Orders 
in all Churches is, to impower the perſon ordained to officiate as a 
Chriſtian Biſhop, Pricſt or Deacon; and therefore whatever pro 
miſes or profeſſions they make to ſubmit to any perſons; or whate- 
ver Subſcriptions they make to any Articles,DoCtrines,Decrees or 
Conſtitutions, they are obliged by them only fo far as that Sub: 
ſcription or Profeſſion conſiſts with their Obligation to Chriſt and 
their Duty preſcribed them in the Goſpel: and if this be not ſo, 
I would deſire Mr. M. to tell me what Salvo he hath for his Or- 
dination Oaths, or for thoſe he took and repeated fo often, par- 
ticularly at his Inductions and Inſtallations 2 when thercforc he 
rells us, that the firſt Reformers received their Commiſſion to 
preach only on Condition that they preach'd the Do&trine of the 
Reman Church : I anſwer, Thar the firſt and indiſpenſible Obli- 
gation in Orders is, even in the, Rowan Pontifical to preach Chriſts 
Doctrine; , the ſecondary and new Obligation, which is but of ye- 
ſterday, is, to obey the Pope and teach his Doctrines ; but their 
Obligation to Chriſt is prior, and they are obliged to the Romith 
Doctrines only ſo far as thoſe DoCctrines agree with the Golpel. 

Ss 4. Bur he objects in the ſecond place, to prove, thar the 
power of Reformation was included in neither the Epiſcopal, nor 
Prieftly Orders of the Reformers, page 87. That they had nomore 
Authority to abrogate the Maſs, than the preſent Archbiſhop of 
Canterbury, with the major Vote of the Proteſtant Biſhops to abo- 
liſh the Common-Prayer, and by their Proteſtant Orders they can 


not do it, page 88. that by hi Conſecration Cranmer had no more 
Autho- 
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Anthority to preach the Doftrine of XKXXIX Articles, then the 
preſent Archbiſhop of Canterbury to preach the Doftrine of the 
Council of Trent. To which I Anſwer, That the Orders confer- 
red in our Church, impower a man to preach the Doftrine of 
Chriſt and Adminiſter his Sacraments : and in as much as our 
Church is well aſſured, that her Articles and Conſtitutions are 
agreable to the Goſpel, ſhe admits; none into Orders that refuſe 

to proſeſs the ſame,or will not promiſe to preac h accordinpjy. 
Bur if Mr. M4. can ſhew that in any thing they are contrary 
co Chriſt's Doftrines, or Commands; I will acknowledge thar 
the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and the major part of the Biſhops 
may not only alter and aboliſh ſuch Doftrines or Conſtitutions, 
by virtue of their Orders, but in Conſcience are bound to do it, 
as ſoon as they are convinced of their falſhood or unlawſulneſs. 
and Mr 14 I believe is the only Man that I ever met with, who 
denyed them the power to do it. Nay, if convinced that the 
Council of 7rent were the Doctrine of the Goſpel, they were 
obliged in Conſcience to receive and Teach it. The true queſti- 
on | 07 berween us and the Papiſts is not about Miſſion, 
for the defign of both Miſſions as derived from Chriſt is to 
preach his Do&trine ; but the point is, whether the Council of 
Trent, or our Articles are moſt agreeable ro that Dotrine : 
with which queſtion, I find, Mr.. has no great mind to meddle. 
9 5. But he objeRts thirdly, that Craxmer had no other Prieſt- 
hood then what was given him by theſe words in the Pontifical, 
Receive power to offer Sacrifice to God, and to celebrate Maſſes for 
the Living and Dead, and receive the Holy Ghoſt, whoſe Sins thou 
daft remit they are remitted, whoſe Sins thou doſt retain, they are 
retained; from whence he concludes, page 81. that by hu Prieſtly 
Orders he had recerved no power but to celebrate Maſs for the Quick 
and Dead, and in Chriſt's name to bind and abſolve Sinners, &c. 
From this, I perceive that Mr. 4. is of Opinion, that the 
whole Office and Commiſſion of Prieſts conſiſts in theſe words ; 
and that Prieſts have nothing elſe to do but to ſay Maſs, and ab- 
ſolve Sinners,upon Auricular Confeſſion (I ſuppoſe.) But I would 
have the Reader obſerve, that theſe words were not faid to wy 
Prieſt- 
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Prieſt ſor near a Thouſand years after Chriſt ; that none of the 
ancient Forms of Ordination have them ; thaw the greateſt part 
ot the Catholick Church da;not uſe them ar this day : and there- 
fore there muſt be another Prieſthood in the Chriſtian Churcir 
then what is conferred by theſe words. But I had rather the 
Reader ſhould learn this from Morinus, the learned Colleftor of 
the ancient Forms of Ordination than from me; who palles this 
Cenſurc on thoſe that place the conferring of Prieſthood in the 
words, produced by Mr. M. Scholaſtici ordinationum 
gracarum'© antiquarum latinarum ignari, ea verba in Pontificali 
ſelegerunt quibus materias © formas Ordinationum affigerent, que in 
antiquis latinas Pontificalibus omnibus deſunt, © poſterioribus ſeculu 
a concilius aut poutificibus addita ſunt, Exercir. x. cap. 2.p. 12. that 
is to ſay, Some School men being ignorant of the Greek and ancient 
Latine Ordinations, choſe out ſome words in the Pontifical, and fixt 
the Matters and Forms of Ordination to them, which are wanting in 
all the ancient Roman Pontificals, and were added in latter Ages 
either by Councils or Popes. Now let the Reader judge which 
had better Miſſion and Authority ; the Roman Church in latter: 
Apes to bring in new matterand form of what they call a Sacra- 
ment; or the Reformers to reject them. And whereas Mr. 
ſays, that Crawmer had no other Prieſthood but whar was deliver- 
ed to him in theſe words, Receive power to offer Sacrifice to God,&c. 
This is a miſtake: for altho the Roman Church has added of late 
theſe new Words & Prieſthood, ſhe yet retains the old Form and 
Words alſo. She deſcribesthe Prieſtly-Offices to be 
thoſe, to Offer, Bleſs, Prefide, Preach and Baptize : _ Bergen 
After this the Biſhop and Prieſts lay hands on thoſe Offerre, Bene- 
that are to be ordained, and then ordain them in qic*1e, preclle, 
that Form of Words, in which all the ancient Ordi- paptizare, Pox- 
nations agree. Oremus, Gtc. Let us pray, dear Bre- "5 Rom mn 
thren, Almighty God, that he would multiply his Fea- inandes., 
venly Gifts on theſe his Servants, whom he hath cho- 
ſen to the Office of Prieſthood, &:c. In this, with ſome other Pray: 
ers, in Which the ancient Rituals generally agree, are conferred 
the Orders of that Chriſtian Prieſthood which is warranted by 
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the Goſpel and ancient Church. By this Prieſthood the Reſor- 
mers were taughteo Reform the Popiſh new Pontifical , and 
to reduce the Maſs toa Communion as it was at firſt, which 
2-31. Mr. M. calls aboliſhing it. They left it as much a Sacriffoe 
as either the Scripture or ancient Church have taught it to be, 
and the Communion-Table as much an Altar, which tully juſtifies 
their Reformation. But the ſtrangeſt Queſtion that he propoſes is, 
By what Prieflhood Cranmer reformed the Real Preſence of Chrifts 
Body and Blood into a Real Abſence? By which Queſtion one would 
thiak Mr. F. had never read our Service, nor learnt our Cate- 
chiſm ; ſince from both itis manifeſt that with the ancient Church 
we own a Real, though not Corporal or Local Prefenceof Chriſt : 
And that the Prieſt preſents him to his Father in Commemora- 
tionof his Sacrifice on the Croſs for the Sins of the World. - All 
this our Evangelical Prieſthood enables us to do : And I know 
not what more the Church of Reme,when ſtrictly examined dares 
own, in what ſhe calls a true, proper and propitiatory Sacrifice. 
32 If this be all the &5ndfide of the Reformation Mr. M. can 

7 find, any body may Avſwer all his wiſe Queffrovs. 

S$ 6. It was upon account of theſe Orders of Prieſthood re- 
rained ſtill in the Pontifical, that I affirmed, p. 18. that zherr Or- 
ders of Prieft and —_ are walid aud capacitate a Man to per- 
form all the Duties belonging to thoſe Offices in a Chriſtian 
Church. And charged the Popiſh Prieſts and Biſhops not 
with want of Orders, but Sib the Orders they have, to ill In- 

tents and Purpoſes. Now this he calls, The wonderful An- 
_ ſwer ef Mas William King ; and asks, by whoſe Authority I 
paſs this Cenſure : 1 anſwer by the Authority of the Seripture and 
ancientChurch ; to whoſe Faith and Offices they have plainly 
made theſe Additions: As appears beyond doubt ro any one that 
compares the ancient Forms of Ordination with the new ones 
of the Roman Church. It is ſufficient ro us, that we find them 
neither owned by the Scriptures nor ancient Church : It is in- 
cumbent on them to ſhew their Authority to teach their new 
Do&trines: For whether they are True or Fajſe,we are not bound 


to receive them, till they produce their Authority to teach _ 
The 
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The Goſpel is every Biſhops Commillion : the Roman Biſhops 
receive in their Ordination Power to preach the Goſpel : They 
by vertue of this pretend to teach Tranſubſtantiation, a true pro- 
per propitiatory Sacrifice for the quick and dead, the half Com- 
munion, Purgatory, Prayers in an unknown Tongue, the Wor- 
ſhip of Images and the Popes Supremacy. We ask then, where 
is their Commiſſion to preach theſe things? Mr. M. produces 
the Pontifical ; we tell him, that is a late thing, and ask, who 
gave the Church of Rome Authority to make theſe new Do- 
Ctrines, and put them into the form of appointing Chriſts Mi- 
niſters2 When they ſhew us this Authoricy, we will no more 
cenſure them for exceeding their Commiſion. But then let them 
remember, it is their task to ſhew their Miſſion, not ours to 
diſprove ir. 

But Mr. M. objeQts in the 4th place, that I own Roman 
Catholick Biſhops are Chriſtian Biſhops, and their Orders ® 
Chriftian Orders; and why then did the firſt Reformers ſo notoriouſly 
tranſgreſs them 2 —what needs any more to recommend their Doftrine 
than Chriftian Biſhops and Chriſtian Mifjon* To which I anſwer ; 
That when he proves that the firſt Reformers tranſgreſſed their 
Orders ſo far as they were Chriſtian, we will own that they did 
amiſs ; bur he has faid nothing to prove that : and therefore we 
ſhall rhink them innocent, till he prove his Accuſation. There 
needs a preat deal more to recommend a mans DoQtrine, beſides 
Ordination to be a Chriſtian Biſhop. Paulus Samoſatenus was a 
Chriſtian Biſhop, and had Chriſtian Miſſion, I hope Mr. MX. doth 
not think this was ſufficient to recommend his DoCtrine. A Chri- 
ſtian Biſhop while he keeps to his Chriſtian Miſſion, that is, 
preaches the Goſpel, keeps within his bounds : and every body 
iS bound to hear him at his peril. But if he preach that for Go- 
ſpel which is no part of it, his Miſſion cannot warrant him, or 
oblige his Hcarers to believe him. 

s 7. He objects in the 52h place, (though not in direft words, 
yer in ſuch as are c<quivalent) that every one is obliged to preach 
the DoCtrine of his Ordainers; and ſince all the Reformers were 
ordained by Roman Catholicks, therefore they had no Authori- 
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ry to preach any other Do@rine: This is indeed the ſtrength of 
all he ſays abour Miſſion ; and in anſwer to it, I replied, 7bar 
every man u not ordained to preach the Tenets of bis Ordainers; and 
that ſuch as are ordained are no more accountable to their Ordainers 
upon the account of being ordained by them, than a man u accounta- 
ble to a Lord Chancellour for the uſe of his Power, becauſe he ſet the 
Seal to by Patent, by which he clarms his Power. This Mr. M. calls 
an admirable paſſage, p.90 and deſires his Reader to mark it, p.g1. 
where he again repeats it. Bur there is nothing admirable or re- 
markable in ir, beſides its plain unqueſtionable Truth, which de- 
ſtroys utrerly all Mr. X's Diſcourſe of Miſſion, and therefore it 
concerned him highly ro confute it. I ſhall conſider the Arguments 
he brings againſt it,and leave it to the Reader to determine whe- 
ther they could beſo much as intended in good carneſt for a Con- 
-.o; futation. His firſt Argument is, That then if Mr. K. were 
P89. ordained by the Proteſtant Archbiſhop of Dublin, or Tuam, 
he zz not accountable to them for hu Doftrine. To which I reply, 
That I do not look on my ſelf to be accountable ro my Or- 
dainers on the account of being ordained by them, bur becauſe 
F live within their Juriſdiction. If I had been ordained by ano- 
ther Biſhop (as in truth the Biſhops that ordained me are both 
dead) I were never the leſs or more accountable to the Arch- 
biſhop of Dab/ix whilſt I live in his Dioceſs: and if I lived in 
another Province, or Kingdom, I ſhould look on my ſelf account- 
able ro the Catholick Biſhops of that place, and not to him, tho he 
had ordained me. 'The Pope is conſecrated by the Biſhop of Ofia, 
is he therefore accountable to him for his DoQtrine ? A' man muſt 
have a greater degree of Sagacity than is common, who is capa- 
ble of writing ſuch things. 

s 8. The 2d Argument he produces to prove, that every one is 
obliged to preach the Tenets of his Ordainers, is, becauſe our Sa. 
viour himlſclt ſays, My Dofrine u not mine, but hu that ſext me, 
Joh. 7. 16. It is hard to find where the ſtrength of this Argu- 
ment lies; The Jews, in the r5th verſe, marveled, ſaying, how 
knoweth this man Letters, having never learnt > To which our Savi- . 


our anſwered, My Deftrine is not mine, but his that ſent me; which 
gives 
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gives a reaſon how our Saviour was able to teach without learn- 
ing any thing from men'; even becauſe he was inſpired by God 
his Father. But how doth it follow from hence, thar every one 
is obliged to preach the Tenets of his Ordainers> Felix was 
ordained Biſhop of Rome, and Meletius of Antioch by the Arjans, 
and Anatolius of Conſtantinople by the Eutychians ; were theſe 
bound to preach the Tenets of their Ordainers, becauſe our Sa- 
viours Doftrine was not his, but” his that ſent him ? were the 
Donatifls, Novatian, Meletian, nay Arian, Butychian, Neftorian, 
Meonothelite Biſhops all obliged to teach their Ordainers Te- 
nets? then the Catholick Church was in a great error, when 
ſhe admitted ſuch to their Honours and Offices, without new 
Ordination , upon their renouncing the Tenets of their Or- 
dainers. 

s 9. His third Argument againſt this Aſſertion of mine is, pag. 
91. That I may prove a ſhrewd man, if I live, and ſet up for a 
new Reformer ; ——— a man may receive Orders from the Church 
of England , and afterwards make a flep to New England , aud 
there preach againſt Common Prayer by vertue of this Aſſertion. 
To which I reply, When Mr. MF. convinces me, that there is a 
neceſſity of a new Reformation, I hope, I ſhall not be backward 
in my ſtation to do my endeavour to promote it. And when 
he proves any thing falſe or ſinful in the Common Prayer Book, 
I ſhall look on my ſelf not only impowered, but obliged by my 
Orders to endeavour to amend it in a regular way. In the mean 
time I am fully ſatisfied and ever have been with the Conſtitu- 
tions, Articles and Service of our Church: - I believe Schiſm and 
Hereſie, to be great fins; and that God will call them to a ſe- 
vere account who are guilty, and the fear of this account to 
God is all the Obligation from Chriſt, that I know, which any 
Church has on her Members to keep them in her Communion, 
ang believe Mr.M. can ſhew no other, exceptirt be the Obligation 
of the holy Office of the Iuquifition. | And fo let the Reader judge 
whether Mr. M. has proved wnat fo much concerns him, that 
every man: is bound to preach the DoQtrin of his Ordainers. 
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5 ro. In the mean time I will proceed to a ſixth ObjeQion, 
which is in theſe words, Mr.King allows Roman Catholicks 
” 9% Miſſion and denies their Doftrine, they deny both bis Miſfon 
and Dettrine, when DoArines are diſputed, and Scriptures alledged 
by both parties, how ſhall a Church prove the werity of her Doftrine, 
but by the certainty of her Miffom > To this I Anſwer, That if by 
Miſſion to Teach be here meant a Commiſſion, or Authority ; I 
abſolurtely deny that the Romax Biſhops have any Commillion 
from Chriſt co Teach their Popiſh DoCtrine. If they have, ler 
them produce it. We produce the Bible, and our Saviours Com- 
miſſion given us in our Ordination to teach every Article of 
our Faith ; and ſo far as their Orders agree with this, we 
own them. But where is their Miſſion to Teach their Popiſh 
Do&trine 2 Mr M. produces the Pontifical, but that is a late thing, 
as I have ſhewn, and has no Authority or Appointment from 
Chriſt. Ir is not agreeable to the ſence of the Catholick Church 
of the primitive Ages, nor of this preſent Age. Let therefore 
Mr. 4. prove the certainty of their Miſſion to preach thoſe 
Dottrines which the Reformers rejeted, and Proteſtants will 
yield them the Cauſe. But let himnot miſtakea general Miſſion 
to teach Chriſt's Dofrine for a Miſſion to preach the Council of 
Treat, before he has proved the Dottrine thereof to be Chriſts : 
Nor vouch the Roman Pontifical of a few years ſtanding for 
the Voice of Chriſt, or of the Catholick Church. 
S 12. He brings in the example of Chriſt, who, he fays, 
# 9% appealed to the Evidence of his Miſſion, when askt, by what 
Authority deft thou theſe things ? that is to ſay, (if we believe Mr. 
M)when our Saviour was asked what Miſſion he had,be appealed 
ro the Evidence of his Miſſion. But our Saviour did no ſuch thing: 
he never was guilty of fuch a Circle, nor went about to prove 
his Miſſion by his Miſſion : On the contrary, he produced three 
ſubſtantial Arguments to prove his Authority ; the firſt was, his 
Miracles. Say the Jews in St. Fohn 10. 24. if thou be the very 
Chriſt tel us plainly. To which he Anſwers, v. 25. The works 
that I do in my Fathers name they bear witneſs of me. The ſecond 


was, the Scripture, Fohn 5. 39. Search the Scriptures, and 
| they 
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they are they that teffifie of me. The third is the Innocency, 
Power and Purity of the Dottrines themſelves, meant by the 
Water and Blood that together with the Spirit bear witneſs in 
earth. x Joh. 5. 8. By theſe 3 our Saviour proved his Miſſion, and 
wears able to prove all the Articles of our Religion by the fame; 
fince they are no other then the common Articles of Chriſtianity, 
it the Church of Rome will but prove her ſuperadded Dottrines 
by the ſame Arguments, we will own her Commiſſion to teach 
them. 

$ 12. But then he objeQts in the laft place, / would fain _ 
know who ſhall be Judge > To which I Reply, I would as * ; 
fain know as he. We have deſired long and preſſed them to pro- 
duce this viſible living Judge ; but we do not yer find themſelves 
apreed concerning him. "This Queſtion ſuppoſes that in matters 
of belicf there muſt be a Judge:Now I deſire that Mr. M.(or fome- 
body elſe who is better able) would be at the pains to prove that 
there is ſuch a Judge,and ſhew who he is; and then tell us, who 
ſhall be Judge, whether we ought to believe the proofs produced 
ſufficient to demonſtrate rhe neceſſity, and ſhew us the perſon of 
this Judge : Mr. M. Appeals to the indifferent Reader, but 
who ſhall be Judge of his indifference 2 Nay, if the Reader 7 
muſt be truſted to judge for himſelf at his peril in all theſe Ca- 
ſes, why may he not be truſted in matters of much leſs moment? 

$ r3. I have ſhewn in my Anſwer, p.78,79,80,81,82. how far 
every Man is toſubmir his belief to the Catholick Church, or parti- 
ticular Church where he lives,to which Mr. has made no reply: 
I ſhewed that the Church was nor a Judgotodetermine DoQrines 
for Chriſt,bur a witneſs of what Chriſt taught ; and I ſhewed how 
far we ought to believe her Teſtimony : Her Authority is ſuch a 
motive to belief as the Teſtimony of an honeſt ſincere witneſs is to 
a Jury to believe matter of Fact. Bur there are ſome Motives of 
beliet ſtronger and more certain than all theAuthority or Witneſſes 
inthe World ; and of this every man's own Reaſon and Senſe is 
Judge : He may believe or not believe at his ownperil. If he 
believe a Church, *cis becauſe his Reaſon or Sence tells him, thar 
he ought to believe her. When therefore any one comes with 
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pretence of a Miſſion to preach any Doftrine, he muſt allow eve- 
ry Man to examinc his Commiſſion. Whether he have one, and 
how far it empowers him: to.teach beſore he can expect to be re- 
ceived: and of this every Man is likewiſe Judpe at his peril: if he 
reccive a Man without examining his Commiſſion, or reject one 
who has a Commiſſion, he muſt Anſwer it to God, who will 
Judge every Man according.to the Talent he gave him. If any 
miſtake through. invincible ignorance, we hops God will forgive 
bim, bur if through Negligence or Willfulneſs he falls into Error, 
he may Periſh for his Negligence or Willfulneſs,bur not for his Er- 
ror. Ic concerns therefore all who would fave their Souls, to cx- 
amine the claims of the ſeyeral Pretenders, and to choſe not 
thoſe whoſe pretences are higheſt, but whoſe grounds arc moſt 
aprecable to Sence, Reaſon and:Scripture. Heh 

S 15. And this gives a clear Anſwer to what 1 find urged as 
the chief Argument for the neceſſity of a Viſible Guide and 
Judge of Controverſies, which is taken from the, goodneſs of 
God, who is ſuppoſed uncapable of leaving men to any incet- 
rainty in Religion, where Errors may be damnable.. Bur if no 
| Error can be damnable, that is not willful in ſome degree ; then 

the poodneſs of God is not obliged —_— to preſerve us from 
any Error : for God is ſufficiently good, it he cither give us an 
infallible way to preſerve us from Error, or Pardon us when we 
fall unavoidably into it : for either way, if. we be bur diligent 
and do our duty our Salvation is ſecured. "Thus Proteſtants that 
are ſincerely honeſt and diligent, are certain to be ſaved without 
an infallible Judge of Controverſies ; and therefore all the Arpu- 
ments for ſuch a Judge drawn from the goodneſs of God are 
inconcluſive. 

Ss 15. I obſerve further, that Mr. M's way of Reaſoning, and 
thcir's that with him are for an abſolute ſubmitting our Reaſon 
in matters of Belief to the Guides of the preſent viſible Church, 
excuſes the Jews for not believing Fohx Baptiſf or our Saviour, 
as much as thoſe Papiſts who without examination reject the 
Reformation; for the Scribes and Phariſees, the Prieſts and El 
ders, were the Governours of the Jewiſh Church, and pretend- 
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ed as much to govern her, as Chriſtian Biſhops pretend to go- 
vern the Chriſtian Church ; and indeed their Commiſſion and 
Promiſes are as plain to ſecure them from Error, as thoſe given 
co the Chriſtian Biſhops; and the People as much obliged ro ce- 
pend on their Mouths for the Incerpretation of the Law, as Chri- 
ſiians to learn the Goſpel from Chriſtian Prieſts. Now Johs 
Baptiſt came baptizing and preaching the DoEtrine of Repen- 
tance, the Governours of the Jewiſh Church ſend to him, S. Job. 
1.19. 70 ak who he was, and why he baptized? To whom he an- 
ſwered, by ſhewing his Commiſſion out of the Prophet ſarah 
chap. 4o. without any Miracle. The Rulers and Governours of 
che Jews, to whom the Interpretation of Scripture belonged , 
thought this inſufficient, and rcjzeRted him. Now here St, Jobn 
interpreted the Scripture one way, and the Jewiſh Church ano- 
ther way ; I ask whoſe Interpretation the People oughr to fol- 
low, and who ſhould be Judge? If they had all been of Mr. 
Aſs Opinion, as indeed too many were, they muſt have reject- 
ed the Baptiffk. For St. John could not deny their Mifion, but 
they denicd both his Miſſion and Doftrine, and when Doftrines 
are diſputed, and the Scriptures alledged by both parties, how 
ſhall a Church prove the verity of her Dottrine, but by the cer- 
tainty of her Miſſion > ſaith Mr. 4M. but the Jews believed Sr. 
Johns Scripture Teſtimony againſt their Prieſts and Spiritual Go- 
vernours Interpretation, and did well in it: Therefore ſome Texts 
of Scripture are ſo plain that the people are bound to believe 
them even againſt the Interpretation of the viſible Church. 

Ss 16 Nay the ſame holds of our Saviour, he came teaching _ 
the DoCtrine of the Kingdom of Heaven, and to prove it he 
vouches Scriptures and Miracles: the Prieſts and Rulers contend 
that he miſapplies Scripturcs, and quote others againſt him ; and 
as for his Miracles they deny their Evidence ; what ſhall the 
people do? Our Saviour owns the Scribes and Phariſces Milli- 
on, they fate in Moſes's Chair, but he dagjes their Doctrine ; they 
deny both his Miſtion and Doftrinc. Now Mr. M's reſolution 
is, thar the verity of the DoCtrine is where there is certainty of 


Miſſion. J} it be objeted, that our Saviours Miracles vouched 
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ſufficiently his Miſſion and Doctrine. I anſwer, this depends on 
the reſolution of three Queſtions; 1. Whether our Saviour did 
any Miracles? 2. Whether his Miracles were ſrom the Power of 
God? and 3. Whether, if they were from God, they might nor 
be to try the Fidelity of his People? Now I would fain know 
who ſhould be Judge of theſe three Queſtions 2 Our Saviour 
could not be admitred Judge, becauſe a man muſt be ſatisfied in 
them, before he cou'd be ſatisfied of our Saviours Authority. It 
the Governours of the viſible Church be allowed to judge them, 
we find they determined, at leaſt, the laſt two againſt our Savi- 
our : and therefore there muſt either be no Jude at all, or cach 
man mult be Judge for hmſelt at his peril; and to his hearers our 
Saviour appealed, Luk. r2. 57. and why even of your ſelves judge 
ye not what u right> But notwithſtanding the Determination of 
the Guides of the Church, the People belicved in our Saviour, 
and reſolved the former Queſtions againſt their Guides : and 
therefore ſome Queſtions may be ſo plain that a man ought to 
determine them tor himſelf, even contrary to the Reſolution of 
the Church. If ir be objefted, that the Scriptures foretold a 
Meſſias, and that the Jews would rcze& him: and therefore 
when he came the People were at liberty to receive him, notwith- 
ſtanding the Senſe of their Rulers ro the contrary. I anſwer, 
who was to interpret theſe Scriptures? if the People, and not 
their Guides ; then why may nor Chriſtian people be as well 
truſted with Interpretation of Scripture, as the Jews ? but where 
was this hberty given the Jews ? where was their Miſſion to in- 
rerpret Scripture contrary to the Senſe of their Prieſts, from 
whoſe Mouth they were obliged to inquire the Law 2 From all 
which it is plain, that this ſetting up an infallible Guide and 
Judge in the Church was the very reafon of the Jews rezefting 
our Saviour, as it is now of the Papiſts rezeAting the Reforma. 
rion. And if the Authority of the viſible Guides of the Church 
are to be believed before all other Arguments of Senſe and Rea- 
ſon, the Jews were in the right when they believed the Scribes 
and Phariſees who fare in Moſes's Chair, and their Interpretation 
of Scripture, rathcr than the plain Texts and Miracles our Sa- 
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viour and the Apoſtles produced for their Miſſion. 

$ 17. There is another paſſage, againſt which Mr. 2.589 
M. excepts, and 'tis that I ſay che 1dolatry with which ©" 
we charge the Church of Rome u not inconſiſtent with the being of 
a Church, er Succeſſion of Biſhops, which I ſhewed throuch the 
58, 59, 60, and 61. pages, and anſwered all that he had produ- 
ccd to prove th 'm inconſiſtent. Now he neither attempts to in- 
validate my Arguments, nor defends his own. From whence the 
Reader will be apt to think, that he gives thoſe Arguments up as 
indeſenſtble. However, it ſeems, though the paſſage could not 
provoke him to give an Anſwer (for a good reaſon I ſuppoſe; ) 
yet it made him very angry ; for he falls ro calling Names 
upon it : He tells me that I am Preacher of Saint War- 
burghs Dublin, a young max; that is, about 21 years ſlanding 
in the Univerſity, and of profound Learning, which is all the An- 
ſwer I muſt expect from him. But to do Him juſtice, though he 
doth not defend his former Arguments, he yer ſupplies them 
with a new one,and 'tis this, The 19th Article of our Church 
tells us, * that the vifible Church of Chriſt u a Congregation * 
' of faithful men, in which the pure Word of God u preached and the 
* Sacraments duly adminiſtred, according to Chriſts Ordinance, in all 
. * thoſe things that of neceſſity are requifite to the ſame. Now(ſaith Mr. 
M.) tell me ingenuouſly, whether you think Mr.K's Charge of Idolatry 
7s confiſtent with ſuch a vifible Church of Chriſt > and where that wvifible 
Church dwelt upon the face of the earth before the Reformation > The 
fault of this Argument is, that there is no connexion between the 
Premiſles & Concluſion. For let the Reader try,if he can find our 
any thing in this Definition to ſecure a Church from the pratice 
of Idolatry , more than of any other corruption 2 May not a 
Church preſerve the Bible and Creeds which contain the pure 
Word of God, and adminiſter the Sacraments in all their Eſſen- 
tials, and yer give ſome part of that Honour to a Creature which 
God has reſerved for himſelf ; or ask thoſe things of Creatures 
that God only can give? which is the Idolatry with which the 
Church of Rowe ſtands charged. May not ſome Laws of a King- 
dom encroach on the Kings Prerogative, but it muſt n— 
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ately ceaſe to be a Kingdom ? may not a City which has power 
ro make by-laws, through inadvertency or ignorance, make ſome 
contrary to the general Laws of the Kingdom, but they muſt 
immediately ceaſe to be Members of it? and may not a man 
proteſt againſt their illegal Conſtitutions or Practices, but he 
muſt immediately forfeit his right in the Corporation ? and yet 
this is the force of all thoſe Arguments Mr. M. brings to prove 
that according to the Senſe of the Reformers the Catholick 
Church was in Ztopia, and that the Reformers died members 
of no Church, becauſe they proteſted againſt ſuch Corruptions 
as had crept into ſome particular Societies that were members 
of the Catholick Church. When Mr. M. lays the weight of his 
Cauſe on ſuch Arguments, he would tempt one to ſuſpect, either 
that he plays booty with his new Church, or elſe that his deſign 
js to weary me with things nothing to the purpoſe, and ill lan- 
guage : for he tells me, that I have enough to do (and per- 
haps more than an ingenious man wonld defire to undertake) 
if he be of Mr. M's humour, to ſatisfie the itching ears, who told 
him this, of my Congregation with a ſpick and ſpau new Sermon 
every Sunday in the year, beſides other Parochial Duties; Which 
conſtrued is only this : Mr. AX. is a ſtrange man, cannot he find 
buſineſs enough in his Cure, but he muſt be ſpoiling my Con- 
ſiderations> Well, ſince my Reaſons or Conſiderations cannor 
do it, I am reſolved to rail him into filence, and find him work 
enough one way or other, no matter how, But let not Mr. 
M. flatter himſelt ; whatever my bufineſs be, I ſhall find by Gods 
help leifure enough to let the world ſee what ſtrength there is 
in his Writings; though he take all the pains he can to fave mc 
that labour, by making them ſuch that the meaneſt Reader may 
perccive it without my ſhewing, 

$ 18. He produces two places more, one as an in- 
ſtance of Modefty, and the other of Loyalty ; but has nor 
ſhewn us wherein the Immodcſty or Diſloyalty conſiſts; 
and I ſhall leave it to the Reader to find ir out if he can. And ſor 
his promiſe, that it ſhall appear in the ſecond Part of his Catechiſm, 
f ſhall only return him my promile, to give him all the GConſidera- 
tion he deſerves. | CHAP. 
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CHAP. IIL 


9. A? to the Vices he charges on the Reformers, I would 

deſire the Reader to conſider, that moſt of them were 
only dregs and remains of the Principles and Practices of the 
Papiſts of that age, from which the Reformers had not intirely 
freed themſelves. 

Thus Henry the cighths Cruelty in burning ſuch as denied the 
Six Articles, was agreeable to the Laws and Principles of Pope- 
ry, and his fault is only not reforming thoſe Laws and Principles 
as well as other things. We ſee by this how ill Papiſts like their 
own reſemblance in Zexry the Eighth. 

His high opinion and conceit of his Learning were bred in him 
by the Flatreries of the Popifh party; firſt of the Pope, and ſe- 
condly by his Favourites in E»g/and, who made this the very 
engine whereby they prevented the Kings proceedings in the Re- 
formation ; as may be ſeen, Burn. 1 vol. p. 172. and p. 254. and 
"many other places. 

Thirdly. His condemning men without confronting Witneſles, 
which is one of the preareſt blemiſhes of his Reign, was copied 
from the Inquiſition, where this practice is common ; which be- 
ing a holy Court, no wonder it he thought it excuſable to imitate 
its proceedings. 

Fourthly. His Luxury, for which he had two eminent Cardi- 
nals his examples, Wolſey and Campegzo, the Popes Legates. I do 
not find that this was reckoned ſuch a crime by the then Cler- 
gy, but that a man might be a good Son of the Church, and 
capable of the Guidance of the holy Ghoſt notwithſtanding it. 

s 2. And as Henry the cighths faults were only relits of the 
Principles or Practice of the then Papiſts, io the ſame is in great 
mcaſure truc of Cranmer : He is charged with burning Hercticks. 
Now this was by Laws made by Papiſts. He had the univer- 
ſal Practice of the Church of Rome for his Warrant, and even of 
their Saints and Martyrs : witneſs Dominick, Sir Thomas More and 
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Fiſher ,veho are noted for their Exceſles in this kind ; this wicked 
Principle Cranmer reformed only in part, having con- 
fined it dire&ly ro Errors againſt the Apoltles Creed. 
Whereas Papiſts extend it to all the DoCtrines of 


Dy. Burnet , 
2 Vol. p.111. 


their Church. 
Secondly,” Tis objeted by Mr. M. and Cra»mers Accuſers at Ox 
ford, that he rogk his Oath with a Proreſtation, and this was like- 
wiſe a Popiſh prattice warranted by their Caſuiſts and Canonilts: 
And Cranmer's iault was complying with them, which ſhews how 
much the Caſuiſtica! Divinity of that time needed Reformation. 
All other Biſhops did in efte&t the ſame, Swearing one Oath to 
the Pope,ani! an inconſiſtent Oath to the King. As may be {cen 
in Dr. Burnet Yol. t. page 123, and 124. The only difference 
is, that others ſwallowed theſe without making any Bones of 
them ; whereas Cranmer would not doit without making his Pro- 
reſtation, and ſignifying in what ſence he Sworc to the Pope ; 
that is, only as the Laws of the Kingdom allowed his Power : 
Which was not as Mr. ſlanders him, p. 29. to Swear not to 0b 
ſerve one Syllable of it. | 
Thus when he obſerves that the King was married to Ann Bo- 
lex before the Diyorce, p. 29. he forgets that this was agreeable 
ro the Popes advice. Now theſe Vices are to be 
reckoned the Vices of the Age and Time, not of the 
Reformation, and it is very unreaſonable for Papiſts to 
rax Proteſtant Reformers with their own Faults and Vices;meerly 
becauſe they had not yet quite recovered themſelves from them. 
$ 3. Secondly, T obſerve, That Mr. M. requires ſome ſpecial 
Commiſſion or Inſpiration in every body that undertakes to Re 
form a corrupted Church ; and therefore he calls the few Re- 
formers he mentions, Apoſtles and Evangeliſts of the Reformation. 
And then pretends, that they muſt ſhew ſome extraordinary Evi- 
dences of that Miſſion in their Lives ; but when he comes to 
obſerve thoſe, he paſſes over all their Virtues, and only picks our 
what he thinks to have been bad in them : which is juſt as if 
one pretending to give account of Noahs Commiſſion to preach 
Righteouſneſs, ſhould pitch on his Drunkenneſs as the _w_ Evi- 
| ence 
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dence of it ; or on Moſes killing the Egyptian ; and. Aarox's Sa: 
crificing to the Calf ; Ferubbaals ſetting up an Image ; Sampſons 
Luſts ; Davids Adultery and Murther ; So/omoys [dolatry ; or 
Saint Peters denying his Maſter, for Evidences of their being rai- 
ſed up by God. I deſire therefore the Reader to look over the 
Hiſtory, and compare thoſe who were for the Reformation, with 
ſuch as oppoſed it; and ler him ſay in his Conſcience,which ſeems 
tro have had the trueſt ſence of God and Religion:and nor to take 
their Charater from the mangled and broken account Mr. /J. 
gives of ſome of them. 

s 4. Thirdly, T obſerve that Mr. M4. gives a very unfair and 
unaccurate account of moſt of the things he preſents us. For 
inſtance he charges Cramer with ſome Heterodox Opinions, 
P.323 3-34. Whereas it appears from Dottor Burnet,by three Ar- 
guments, that Cranmer of his own accord renounced thoſe Opi- 
nions. Firſt, Becauſe he ſigned Rebertſons and Leightons Reſolu- 
tions given in at the ſame time ; which ſhews he upon ſight liked 
them better then his own. Secondly, Becauſe he ſub- ON ” 
ſcribed the publick Do&trine direCtly contrary. ner, Cu. 5. 
Thirdly, Becauſe when he ſer out a Catechiſm, he 243. yr. 
contradifted them. Jt u plain ſaith Door Burner, 77 Yb 12. 
That he had now quite laid afide theſe fingular Opini NT 
ions which he fomerly held of the Ecclefraſtical Fanitions ; for 
now, in a work which was wholly his own, without Concurrence of any 
others, he fully ſet forth their Divine Inſtitution. Mr.M. | 
takes notice only of the ſecond of theſe Arguments of A 
Burnets, and very charitably concludes, p. 35. that by what hf 
ſubſcribed it can never be gathered that he quitted thoſe ſtrange 
Opznions. 

Thus p. 82. he aſſerts, that we read Communien-Service with- 
out a Communion upon moſt Sundays and Holydays, Which is abſo- 
lutely falſe, and ſeems unaccountable in one that was ſo long a 
Clergy-maninour Church ; for the Service peculiar to a Commu. 
nion is never read in our Church but when the Communion is 
celebratcd, tho! it is in the Roman Maſs, as I ſhewed, p. 63. 


Thus he brings the Diſpute concerning the Kings Supremacy 
on 
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on the ſtage, p. 64, 65, 66. 'and Fiſhers Speech, p. 97. both 
which repreſent it as if our Kings challenged the Power .of the 
Xeys : which they never did, as appears from the Books written 
ql = 750 the time when the King pur it in his Stile. The 
p141 142. 12M is manifeſt likewiſe from our Articles and con- 
ſtanr Dottrine of our Divines, who never extended the 
Kings Power in Spirituals further than the Coertion ot the Sword : 
that is, to puniſh a perſon for a ſpiritual crime by ſome tempo- 
ral puniſhment, ſuch as Impriſonment or Fines, Deprivation or 
Suſpenſion from the Secular Advantages that accompany Spi- 
ritual Funftion : And therefore rhe Notes of the Conference, or 
rather Sentencing of Crawmer, at Oxford, which are related p. 5r. 
in Mr. fs Catechiſm, that make Cranmer aſlign both the Sword 
and Keys to the King, muſt needs be falſe ; and Fox's cenſure true, 
that the Notary reported the thing etherwiſe than it was. And the 
Reader may obſerve, that when Crawmer explained the Suprema- 
cy as Proteſtants hold it, and as it is explained in our Articles, 
that by it is meant no more than that all perſons Eccleſiaſtical 
as well as Temporal arc ſubjeft'to the King, and that the Xing u 
Governour of all his people, which are the vifible Church ; Dr. Mar- 
L ;s tin the Archbiſhops Opponent hath nothing to ſay , but 
' you never durſt tell the King ſo: which was a manifeſt 
falſhood. To what purpoſe then did Mr. M. bring ſuch unfair 

Repreſentations on the ſtage, but to ftuff out a Book ? 
Thus Cranmer alledges, that in the matter of the Sacrament, 
a number of Doctors or Fathers were againſt Papiſts, and not 
one for them; the Biſhop of Gloceſter produces two, pag. 73. 
one of them ſpeaks indeed to the purpoſe, that is Cyprian de Crna 
Demin; : but then this Piece is a notorious Counterfeit, and owr.- 
ed not to be St. Cyprians Work by Bellarmine. The true Au- 
thor of that and the reſt of the pieces de Cardinalibus operibus 
Chriſti, is Arnoldus Abbas bone Yallis, who lived near a thouſand 
years aſrcr St. Cyprian. Now I dare appeal to the Reader, whe- 
cher ſuch a Forgery in a Proteſtant would have paſt withour a rc- 
mark of Mr. M's; but that and the reſt of that Biſh-ps Speech 


are much of a piece. | 
Thus 
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Thus, p. 6. he affirms, that never any Pope bad the wickedueſs 
to do ſuch things as the Reformers did, which ſhews he never read 
their Lives, Alexander the ſixth alone was guilty of more 
wickedneſs than all the Reformers; of Simony, Luſt, Rapine, pub- 
lick and private Murders, Poyſoning, dilapidating the Goods of 
the Church and giving them to his Baſtards. Parry. i» vis. 

Thus he aſſerts, p. aft. that his Dialogue contains the Fliftery 
of the Reformers and Anti-Reformers. Whercas he has not ſaid 
one word of the half of cither party. It contains only a Hiſtor 
of the Miſtakes or ſuppoſed Miſtakes of ſome Reformers ; which 
is rather an Accuſation than Hiſtory ; and in as much as a great 
many things are forged, 'tis a Libel. 

Nay, ſo ſtrangely is he carried away with partiality, that he 
commends the moſt wicked and horrid Opinions of Popery. 
Thus he commends Dr. Z«gwerth, pag. 34. for aſſerting, thar 
though a man be wot ſure whether bu Contrition, Attrition or Diſ- 
pleaſure for his fins be ſufficient to ſatufie Almighty God —— yer 
he may be ſure by Abſolution by the Prieff. —— If be ds not then 
fin inwardly or outwardly, but intend to receive what the Church 
intends to give him by Abſolution. If this be all that is required 
of Romiſh Penitents, Repentance is a very eaſie thing amongſt 
them: yer Mr. M. wiſhes Cranmer had half the Honeſtly or Piety 
of this Caſuiſt. Bur, I ſay, God forbid there ſhould be ſdund one 
ſuch wicked Principle amongſt all the Reformers; or one ſuch 
Betrayer of Souls as to maintain it. It we ſhould charge the 
Church of Rome with ſuch a-DoQtrine, what Clamours ſhould 
we hear concerning Miſrepreſenting 2 

s 5. I will give bur one inſtance more of his unfairneſs, and 
that is, p. 11. he obſerves from Dr. Burner, that the Record of 
the Sentence annulling Aw» Bolens Marriage with the King is 
burnt. Now on this his Note is, tha? the Record of the Sentence — 
be ſure, was not burnt by the Enemies, but Friends of Queen Eliza- 
beth, by which he would inſinuace that Proteſtants uſed that 
wicked art of embezclling Records, which the Papiſts cannot de- 
ny that they practiſed in Queen Marys time. But theſe Records, 


the loſs of which Dr. Burnet iſrequently laments, were deſlroy- 
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ed, as he himſelf tells us, p. 93. vol. 2. in the Fire of Londov. I 
dare not i on my Readers patience ſo far as to go thorow 
the ſeveral falſe inferences and impertinent Quotations in his 
: how little accuracy is to be expected from him appears 
from his charging Cranmer with coyning Nine and Thirty Arti- 
cles, and impoſing them on the Clergy, pag. 25. whereas every 
body knows, that the XXXIX Articles were drawn up and im- 
poſed by the Convocation, ammo 1562. fix years after Crawner 
was burnt ; the Articles agreed on by the Convocation, Axxo 
I552. in Crewmers time, were not 39, but 4z. 

Bur to proceed; let any one obſerve the Reformers, and he will 
find, that their faults were not ſuch as uſe to proceed from a falſe 
or malicious mind; ſuch as the villanous contrivance of the Maid 
of Fent,to prace Popery by counterfcited Viſions & Reyclations; 
Dr.Bur>, Or the M of Fuxne in ſecret for legally oppoſing the 
7-14. Powerof the thenClergy: but they are ſuch as commonly 
proceed cither from frailty, imprudence or indiſcreet zeal: and are 
generally conſiſtent with an honeſt heart. And Mr. Mf. doth fre- 
quently make thoſe to be Vices, that arc none at all: as when, p. 
76. he makes the diſtinftion between Licencing a Sin and nor 
Puniſhing it a piece of X»avery, which yet every body knows may 
be very honeſt! done, and in ſome caſes is neceſſary. 

Ss 6. Bur laſtly, I obſerve that the very foundation of all his 
Diſcourſe is unſound and falſe. This foundation he lays down 
in His firſt paragraph. to the Reader; where he tells us, that he 
who would ſhew us 4 new and better way to Heaven, than either 
we or our forefathers have been acquainted with, ought in all reaſon 
to recommend himſelf (as the Apoſtles did) by ſome other Authority 


then a bare pretence of Scripture, which every body clains as well 
as he and that Cranmer was this new undertaker. In 


which there are as many Miſtakes, to ſay no worle, as Sentences. 
For, firſt, it is falſe, that Crawmer undertook ro ſbhew us 4 new or 
better way to Fleaven, than either we or our forefathers had been 
acquainted with : ſince our forefathers were acquainted with that 

very way that Cramer ſhewed us. Al that he did, was, to bring 


us back to the way of our forefathers, from which ſome out of 
worldly 
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worldly Intereſt, or through I had ſtrayed ; and blended 
the Arn of the ancient Church with many 'Corruptions. The 
alteration between the Praftices of the ancient Church and the 
Roman, being in many things ſo viſible, that their learned men 
have not had the Confidence to deny it. The Corruption of In- 
dulgences have been owned even by the Pope, Cardinals and Bi- 
ſhops. Tranſubſtantiation is owned by many learned Men not to 
have been an Article of Faith before the Lateran Council. The 
Communion in one kind is commanded even by a Council, with a 
Non obſtante to the inſtitution of our Saviour, and the prattice of 
the primitive Church. Who can affirm, that our Fathers in /re- 
land owned the Popes Supremacy, the Sacraments of Confirmas+ 
tion, Confeſſion or Marriage : Who either knew nothing of 
them, or negleted them betore the time of Malachias,near twelve 
hundred/years after our Saviour ? as Saint Berward aſſures us, in 
Vita Malachig. Whereas in our Reformation, there is not one 
Article or Do&rinerequired as of Faith, or practice, as neceſlary; 
but what are as old as the Chriſtian Religion ; but what were be- 
lieved by our Forefathers; but what are owned by the Catholick, 
nay Roman Church. 

s 7. But Secondly, 'Tis falſe that he who would ſhew a Man a 
better way to Heaven then he or his Forefathers knew, muſt have 
a better Authority then Scripture. He that convinces a Heathen 
of the truth of Scripture, and teaches him the Chriſtian Religion, 
ſhews him a better way then he or his Forefathers knew; er 
needs no fuch Miſſion as the Apoſtles had, nor indeed any ot 
Miſſion then his own Conviction ; and the fame may be ſaid of 
him that converts a Heretick by Scripture. 

Thirdly, It is falſe that Crawmer had only a _ pn to 
Scriptare.He had the Officeof a Chriſtian Biſhop and Metropolitan 
of a National Church towarrant him in Reforming that Church ; 
he had the unanimous Vote, as I have demonſtrated, of the major 
part of the Convocation, with the ſubmiſſion of the Clergy and 
people in all he eſtabliſhed ; he had alſo the praCtice of the primi- 
rive Church and ſuffrages of the Fatherson his ſide ; and in many 
things the practice and approbation of a conſiderable part of the 
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preſent Church; -he coined no new Articles of Faith, -nor made 
new Creeds, And this: is much more then a bare pretence to 
Scripture, 0 o1206 £113 10 £15; 1361; 

But - Fourthly, *Tis falſe that every \body claims Scripture as 
well ax he. The Church of Reme is fo far from claiming it as 
well as he , that ſhe diſclaims it's being her only Rule ; and 
is forced to call in the unwritten word to help it. She darc not 
Tranſlate and pur it to the people that they may/ſec whoſe pre- 
tences are beſt. But Men may pretend what they will ; ſome 
Sectaries pretend to infallibility, as much as the Pope or Coun. 
cil ; bur the people concerned muſt be Judges which of their 
pretences arc beſt grounded, and ſo they muſt concerning our 
pretences to Scripture. 1 | 

s 8. Now theſe being falſe, tbere » |a» end. of Mr. M's Book 
that is grounded on them. If the Reformation was a good work, it 
was the Duty of the Paſtours of the Church to promote it : 
and they needed no other Authority but whar is inherent in their 
Office to- perform! it... The' true queſtion is therefore; not con- 
cerning Miſſion, but the Goodneſs of; the Reformation. And I find 
Mr. M. has no great mind to diſpute that queſtion. - The perſonal 
Faulrs of the Reformers are nothing to this: -Wicked Men may 
do a good thing : and honeſt Men may do an ill thing by miſtake. 
or ignorance. Thoſe may be bad that ſeem - good, and thoſe 
be good Men whom 'the World counts Impoſtors. We have a 
Rule to judge of the truth or falſhood, the good or evil of Do- 
Arines ; but the judgment concerning men is beſt leſt to God. 
Mr. M. takes the contrary way, and would firſt Judge and Con- 
demn the Men, and then from thence againſt all Reaſon infcr 
the Good or Evil, the Truth or Falſhood-of . their Doftrine.. ' \ 
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